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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is in response to applicant's communication filed July 28, 2008 
in response to PTO Office Action mailed April 29, 2008. The applicant's remarks and 
amendments to the claims and/or specification were considered with the results that 
follow. 

2. In response to last Office Action, no claims have been amended. No claims have 
been canceled. No claims have been added. As a result, claims 1-44 remain pending in 
this application. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 1 5, 31 and 44 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 31-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because claimed subject matter 
failed to produce useful and concrete results. As claimed in claim 31, an interface is 
configured to send a second type of address packet if the global coherency state of the 
coherency unit in the node is not the modified state and if the given active device has 
ownership responsibility, the active device ignores the second type of address packet. 
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Here it is noted that the active device ignores the second type of address packet, such 
that no useful results are being produced in response to the second type of address 
packet because claim fails to provide any other action and mere ignoring the second 
type address packet does not produce any useful and tangible results. Further as 
claimed, if the global coherency state is invalid state, then no device (including memory) 
has valid data and therefore sending the second type of address packet will not produce 
any results at all. Thus, claims 31-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as non-statutory 
for failing to produce concrete and useful results. 



Double Patenting 

6. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, All 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 
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7. Claims 1-42 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-32 of 
copending Application No. 10/821372. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other. 



This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 



App. No. 10/821,394 


App. No. 10/821,372 


Claim 1. A system, comprising: 


Claim 1 . A system, comprising: 


a node including one or more active 


a node including an active device, 


devices, an interface, and an address 


and an interface interconnected by an 


network configured to transmit address 


address network and a data network that 


packets between the one or more active 


is separate from the address network; 


devices and the interfaces and 




an additional node coupled to the 


an additional node coupled to send 


node by an inter-node network, wherein 


a coherency message to the interface via 


the additional node includes an additional 


an inter-node network, wherein the 


address network; 


coherency message requests an access 


wherein a given active device 


right to a coherency unit; 


having an ownership responsibility for a 




coherency unit is configured to respond to 




certain access right requests; 




wherein in response to receiving 


wherein in response to the 
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from the additional node via the inter-node 


coherency the interface is configured to 


network, a coherency message requesting 


send a first type of address packet on the 


an access right to a coherency 


address network if a global access state of 


unit, the interface is configured to send a 


the coherency unit in the node is a 


first type of address packet on the address 


modified state and to send a second type 


network if a global access state of the 


of address packet on the address network 


coherency unit in the node is a modified 


if the global access state of the coherency 


state and to send a second type of 


unit in the node is not the modified state; 


address packet on the address network if 




the global access state of the coherency 




unit in the node is not the modified state; 




and 




wherein if the given active device 




has an ownership responsibility for the 




coherency unit, the given active device is 




configured to ignore the second type of 




address packet and to respond to the first 




type of address packet. 




Claim 6. The system of claim 3, wherein 


wherein in response to the second 


the node includes a memory subsystem 


type of packet, the system memory is 


configured to send data corresponding to 


configured to send a data packet 


the coherency unit to the interface in 


corresponding to the coherency unit on the 
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response to the proxy read-to-share 


data network, regardless of whether the 


packet. 


system memory has an ownership 




responsibility for the coherency unit. 



It is entirely clear from above comparison that the claims in App. No. 10/821 ,372 
expressly fails to teach, the active device ignores the second type of address packet, 
however it is entirely clear to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that as claimed in claim 1 of App. No. 10/821,372 the memory is configured to 
send a data packet corresponding to the second type of address packet, and as claimed 
in claim 6 of present application, the active device ignores the second type of packet 
and the memory system responds by sending the data, where it can be inferred in the 
claim 1 of 10/821 ,372 that since memory is responding, the active device ignores the 
second type of the packet. 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Rowlands (US 2003/0217234) teaches a multi-node system, where the 
ownership of a coherency unit is transferred in response to the address packet in intra- 
node basis and the transfer of ownership of coherency unit occurs responsive to data in 
the inter-node basis. 
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Donaldson et al. (US 5,297,269) teaches multi-processor system, where the 
owner ignores the command issued by the requesting processor. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaushikkumar Patel whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5536. The examiner can normally be reached on 7.30 am - 4.00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung Sough can be reached on 571-272-6799. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Hyung S. Sough/ Kaushikkumar Patel 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2188 Examiner 
10/26/08 Art Unit 2188 

/kmp/ 
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